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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1, 19, 37 and 55 recite limitations " the seller" in the phrase "receiving 
input from the seller including a product information...", "the current price and the 
remaining time". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

Claims 10, 11, 28, 29, 46, 47, 64 and 65 recite the limitation "displaying the 
change...". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lane et al. (US 2002/0107777) in view of La Mura et al. (US 2006/0047581). 

Claim 1. Lane et al. (Lane) teaches a computer-implemented method for 
auctioning goods over the Internet, comprising the steps of: 

receiving input from the seller including a product, product information, a 
minimum price, maximum price and a maximum time [0022], [0033], [0038], [0061], 
[0069], [0070]; 

offering said product for sale wherein said offer for sale starts at said minimum 
price and said maximum time and displays the current price [0022], [0033], [0038], 
[0061], [0069], [0070]; 

receiving at least one value offer for said product from at least one buyer, 
wherein said step of receiving at least one value offer is a first value offer [0023]; 

accepting said first value offer when said first value offer results in a price greater 
than or equal to said minimum price and greater than or equal to said current price 
[0069], [0067]; 

increasing said current price by a determined price amount [0067]; 
displaying said offers as the current price [0083]. 

However, Lane does not teach that said time and price are interdependent. 
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La Mura et ai. (La Mura) teaches a computer-implemented method for auctioning 
over the Internet, including the relationship between the bid price and time (Fig. 4. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Lane to include that said time and price are 
interdependent, as disclosed in La Mura, because it would advantageously allow to 
promote the full monetary value of the item and generally increases the economic 
efficiency of the transaction, as specifically taught by La Mura [0038]. 

Claim 2. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: 

receiving at least one value offer for said product from at least one buyer, 
wherein said step of receiving said at least one value offer is a subsequent value offer 
[0023]; 

displaying said subsequent value offer [0083]; 

accepting said subsequent value offer wherein each said subsequent value offer 
results in a price greater than said current price [0069], [0067]; 

increasing said current price by a determined price amount [0067]; and 

displaying said subsequent value offer as the current price [0083]. 

Claim 3. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: 

receiving at least one value offer for said product from at least one buyer wherein 
said step of receiving said at least one value offer is a final value offer [0023]; 
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displaying said final value offer [0083]; 

accepting said final value offer wherein said final value offer results in a price 
greater than said current price [0067], [0069]; 

increasing said current price by a determined price amount [0067]; and 

displaying said final value offer as the current price [0083]. 

Claim 4. Lane teaches said method wherein said value offer is a price offer 

[0069]. 

Claim 5 and 6. The use of statistical tools is old and well known. The motivation 
would be facilitating of trading process. 

6. A method as in claim 1 , wherein said determined price amount is calculated by 
multiplying said time offer by the value of a unit of time to provide said determined price 
amount. 

Claim 7. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: adjusting 
said current price according to the determined price amount [0067]. 

Claim 8. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: adjusting 
said remaining time according to the determined time amount [0067]. 

Claim 9. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: sending said 
value offer to a database for acceptance by using a sales function device [0069]. 
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Claim 10. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: displaying 
the change in said current price [0067]. 

Claim 11. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: displaying 
the change in said remaining time (Fig. 4). The motivation to combine references would 
be allow to promote the full monetary value of the item and generally increases the 
economic efficiency of the transaction, as specifically taught by La Mura [0038]. 

Claim 12. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: displaying 
said minimum price [0022]. 

Claim 13. Lane teaches said method, wherein said product is electronically 
offered for sale over the Internet [0073]. 

Claim 14. Lane teaches said method, wherein said value offers made on said 
product for sale can only be made by buyers who have registered to use the sales 
function with which said value offers can be made [0089]. 

Claim 15. Lane teaches said method, wherein said input is further comprised of 
a desired quantity from said seller [0103]. 

Claim 16. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: displaying 
said maximum price [0069]. 

Claim 18. Lane teaches said method, further comprising the step of: delivering 
said product [0023]. 
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Claims 19-73 are rejected on the same rationale as set forth above in Claims 1- 

18. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Lane and La Mura, as applied to claim 1, in view of Rothman et al. 
(US 2002/0152154). 

Claim 17. The combination of Lane and La Mura teaches all the limitations of 
claim 1 , except displaying the current price in different currencies. 

Rothman et al. (Rothman) teaches a method for buying and selling in a 
marketplace denominated in multiple currencies including displaying the current price in 
different currencies [001 1]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Lane and La Mura to include 
displaying the current price in different currencies, as disclosed in Rothman, because it 
would advantageously attract sellers and buyers from all over the world, thereby 
increasing revenue. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mila Airapetian whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3202. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30 am - 6:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on (571) 272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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